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Beaver Creek Ccal Co,
F.0. Bax 1378
Price, UT 84501
801-E£37-5050

Huntington #4
ACT/7015/004

Complete over51qht 1nspect1on
3/28/91 :

Mltchell §. Rollings, 270, 0OSM
Bill Malencik, DOGM
Dan Guy, Beaver Creek

Thls was a complete, randﬁm sample, uverczght 1n5pect1on condutted
-with both an RA and campany representdt1ve.a'*he recards were -
.‘.rev1ewed c:-n March 26th nd "the f1eld k ap,"tﬁ"wé\sv’d_t-_h? “on M.érch '28t

v‘*he DDGﬁ permlt Was . 1ssued 4/u0/90 qnd evplres 4/30/95.2;The 51te 15- '
'reclalmed and had =a Phase I.bond. release in November af” 1986. . The
current bond is with’ Unlted ‘Pacific Insurance Co., #U6u0694 “for '
$144, 041 and is valid until. YEIEdSEd or  forfeited. - gu> . CeE
The UPDES permit,. #UTGOZSIlS rhas’ been, inactivated" by the DlVlSlOﬁ .
of Envircnmental Health.' AFD ‘will send a letter td the Division of
Environmental Health requesting clarification on. why the permit was
invalidated prior to Fhase Il bond release, espegxally in llght of
the fact that the cutfall still exists.
The water monitoring schedule requires biannual sampllng for water
quality and monthly gauging of flows. The five locations have been
monitored as required for the last year. The SPCC is current alsa.
The required vegetaticon study was done in 1589. The subsidence
‘monitoring was last done in 1989 also.  Further subsidence monitoring
has been suspended for now. _
The quarterly pond inspections have been done for the ilast year;
10,8,5(2), and 2/30. The annual gond certific cation was done on
11/19/90.
TDL 91-02-370-005 TVI is issued for failure to have adequate
liability inswrance. The liahility insurance ie with CIGNG with a
policy pericd of 1/1/79CG through 1717920 The limit is two millicin. &
problem exists with this policy in that it covers "atlantic Richfield
Company, its Subsidiaries and subsiciaries thereof as now or
. hereinafier constituted...Including Beaver Creek Coal Company”
Beaver Creck Cosl Co., has five peraitted cperations in Utah, o ke
policy die et adeguabe,  The Tacl (het this alow Ccovers @il of &RC6
alsa makes Uhis inadequate.  Upon return Lo &0, Vidkie Bryan, WSO,
wan Cuntlacled and whie sald {hal sihe had just Tlinlshed o veview of
tal 1.‘-.:.‘([.:1}33;_}/ Ll e e, TP Al e ol Ll wi bit tledw misiw awm 1i0b
meeiaing the requin woente of Lhie Liauiliity sugulablionm. & it wi
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%300, Q00 and $500,000 per mine site is requlred by the atate prnqrdm
regulat1uns.

We were not able to drive all the way to the site because of the snaw
depth. This alsc made for a very limited inspection of the field
cenditions. Erosion, revegetation success, etc., could not be -
accurately assessed. I could not distinguish ercsion in the upper -
and lower pad drainage channels nor in the reconstructed channels
crossing the access road to the upper pad. The sedimentation pond
001A is a series of ponds. The upper pond spillway had eroded and

" been reconstructed, but I could not see any evidence of continued
ercsicn. The' lower pond discharges through a rock lined channel to a
CHMP under the access rcad and info the creek. The pipe appeared to
be at least partially blagked by the snow. No v1oldt10ns were -
observed on the’ 51te. :




